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This is an older article, apologies for the outdated nature, but it’s still relevant. 


So recently there has been a huge online debate about pornography, its effects and whether government 
should ban it. This | believe was precipitated by Republican Jim Banks sending a letter signed by other 
House members to Attorney General William Barr at the Justice Department, asking him to renew his efforts 
to combat obscene pornography. Unfortunately, such prosecutions were halted under the Obama 
administration. 


That’s the brief history, but | would like to focus on the arguments for keeping pornography legal. As 
someone who strongly favors the opposite position, this is of interest to me. | will begin... 


“If you’re a conservative, you should be for limited government” 


Now, | am not a conservative; in fact, | like much of what Bernie Sanders has said and despise the Bush 
types. That being said, this confuses conservatism and libertarianism. The idea is “limited government’, not 
“no government”. You are essentially making a NAP style argument. Really what is going on here is that 
conservatives are simply caving to the left. 


“It's not the government's job” 


| hear this one all the time, and it rings with some truth. Yes, it is not the government's job alone. It is the 
government's job and everyone else's. The reason being is social issues are best dealt with by community. 
For example, young teenage girls will not be encouraged to get abortions if they know that this is unavailable 
AND will cause social ostracization. And that is precisely the point: government power is essential 


“This is authoritarian” 


Pornography is a tool of social control. It is a weapon founded by Jews to create a docile population that is 
more susceptible to leftism. How do | know this? Because the Knesset banned pornography, yet the Jews 
run the porn industry. How does this make any sense? Why would you ban something you simultaneously 
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run, unless the motive is power and money? 
“It is unconstitutional, precisely against free speech and the First Amendment” 


This is a silly argument. The constitution is a rag that was written on by the Founders hundreds of years ago 
in an completely different era. The Founders would not have wanted obscenity blasted all around society, 
specifically because if you read their writings and speeches, you come to conclude that “this republic” can 
only survive with a moral people. But who cares, even it is was unconstitutional, maybe that’s a best 
argument for scraping the constitution altogether! 


“It's not pragmatic to pass” 


This is half a strawman. | don’t trust the United States government and have quite critical of them. However, | 
am not making a purely pragmatic argument when | say that porn should be illegal. | am taking a principled 
stand against a social vice that is devastating to young men and women. It destroys marriages, families and 
even rewires the prefrontal cortex of the brain, which incidentally deals with willpower. 


“The internet makes it impossible to ban porn” 


So your argument is “you can’t do that”? That’s so lame. Where there’s a will, there’s a way. Your enemies 
don’t think like that. When the National Guard was putting guns to the heads of school children, teachers and 
their parents, forcing them to integrate their schools, the attitude didn’t seem to be one of immediate defeat if 
attempted. They did it because they had government power. If we took over government power through legal 
means and changed hearts and minds, this absolutely could happen. 


“People will just use it anyway” 


And people will still murder, rape and steal. Should we legalize those things? Laws are only as good as their 
enforcement. The United States has the largest and most elaborate government in human history. By the 
way, the internet is essentially a creation of DARPA. The entire internet could be shut down tomorrow if the 
powers that be wanted it to. 


“Government shouldn't police vice” 


Actually, that is exactly the purpose of government. Government is only bad when the principles that underlie 
it are bad. The principles of secularism dictate that power comes from the people, when in fact power has 
never and does not come from the people. Who believes this is beyond me. But more than that, government 
exists specifically as a facet of society that secures the moral order. It doesn’t do this by itself, but its function 
is not simply to take taxes and bomb people overseas for the sake of Israel. | believe it was Obama who said 
that you can remove discrimination through laws, but you can’t make people love each other, and that 
sentiment applies here. You can legislate morality, but not virtue. 
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